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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-21 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

2. In view of newly found reference examiner decided to withdrawn the allowable 
subject matters in the previous action dated 10 January 2006. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Skinker et 
al. (U.S. Patent # 6.285.706B) in combination with Cama et al. (U.S. Patent # 
6,211,457B1). 

Skinker et al. disclose the claimed subject matters an electronic power supply (figure 1- 
3), including an encapsulated portion and circuit board (column 2, line 12-18) and 
connector (column 10, line 16-20). However Skinker et al. does not disclose the 
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utilization of the technique for an integrated connector. Cama et al. teaches the 
utilization of the similar technique for an integrated connector (figure 1, item 18). It 
would have been obvious one having an ordinary skill in the at the time the invention 
was made to modify Skinker et al.'s power supply by technique taught by Cama et al. 
for the purpose or securing firm connection with external devices. 

3. Claim 2-6 and 8-13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Skinker et al. (U.S. Patent # 6,285,706B) in combination with Cama et al. (U.S. 
Patent # 6,21 1 ,457B1) and further in combination with Wong (U.S. Patent # 6,456,51 1). 
Skinker et al. in combination with Cama et al. disclose the claimed subject matters as 
explained in the claim 1, above, except the utilization of the technique for a inrush 
current limiting circuit, a rectifier, a MOSFET, a capacitor, a resistive charging and a 
resistive connection. Wong teaches the utilization of the similar technique for an inrush 
current limiting circuit(column 6, line 10-15),, a rectifier (figure 2, item 71), a 
MOSFET(figure 2, item 75), a capacitor (figure 2, item C4), a resistive charging (figure 
2, item R4 and R5), zero threshold (column 10, line 45-50) and a resistive connection 
(figure 2, item 70). It would have been obvious one having an ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Skinker et al.'s power supply topology by 
utilizing the technique taught by Wong for the purpose of providing a power supply to 
provide protection to user. In regards to claim 4, sensing a primary rectified voltage in 
the secondary low voltage manner and providing a representative signal to pin that is 
accessible to the user (figure 2, item 117 and pin 7), an error amplifier (column 7, line 
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55-65), a comparison circuit and predetermined (or known) voltage reference (column 
11, line 25-40). 

In regards to claims 3,6,9 and 12, Skinker et al. in combination with Cama et al. 
and further in combination with Wong disclose the claimed subject matters except for 
an opto-coupler. It would have been obvious one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to utilize transformer as isolator, since it has been held be 
within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a known device on the basis of its 
suitability for the intended use as a matter of obvious design choice. In re Leshin, 125 
USPQ416. 



4. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chen et 
al. (U.S. Patent # 6,317,324) in combination Nakamura et al. (U.S. Patent # 4,906,208). 
Chen et al. disclose the claimed subject matters an encapsulated power converter 
(figure 1). Chen et al. does not disclose the utilization of the technique for a detachable 
line cord connector with threaded mounts is earth grounded. Nakamura et al. teaches 
the utilization of the similar technique for a detachable line cord connector with threaded 
mounts and earth ground (column 3, line 35-40). It would have been obvious one having 
an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Chen et al.' 
power supply by utilizing the technique taught by Nakamura et al. for the purpose of 
providing encapsulated power supply. 
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5. Claims 14-21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chen et al. (U.S. Patent # 6,317,324) in combination Nakamura et al. (U.S. Patent # 
4,906,208) and further in combination Wong (U.S. Patent # 6,456,51 1). 
Chen et al. in combination with Nakamura et al. disclose the claimed subject as 
explained in the claim 7 and thermal conductive molded insert (column 1, line 30-50), 
except utilization of the technique for a rectifier, a MOSFET, a capacitor, a voltage 
detection, a resistive charging path and resistive connection, a comparison circuit, an 
error amplifier. Wong teaches the utilization similar technique as explained in claims 2-6 
and 8-13, above. It would have been obvious one having an ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Chen et al. in combination with Nakamura et 
al.'s power supply topology by utilizing the technique taught by Wong for the purpose of 
providing power supply to provide protection to user. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rajnikant B. Patel whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2082. The examiner can normally be reached on 6.30-5.00; m-f. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Karl Easthom can be reached on 571-272-1989. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Rajnikant B Patel 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2838 



